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Date: l9-11-2019

From:
lws. Surnmit Builders'
D.No.5-'1-187/3&4'
Soham Mansion, M'G' Road'

Secunde rabad - 500 003'

ST,
Sub: TVAT Act' 2005- Filing of appeal in the case of lW- s' Summit
""" ilft;;!""*a",uuuJ- roi the vear 2o13-14 to 2017-18 (upto

i,il";ziliilrp*^rtv - Stav Petition filed - lntimation - Reg'

Ret l) ADC orderNo'l541 in Appeal No'BV/69/2019-20'dr'22-10-2019'

2-) Stav oetition fif"a U"io"t'e'aOf 'Commr'(CT) Legal on 07-11-2019

ii youiut 
"* 

notice dated 08-11'2019'

ItissubmittedthatagainstthepenaltyorderoassedbvtheAC(ST),M.G.Road-S.D.
Road circle, Hyderabad *o.."ive:i ir"i i". n * filed ,oo"ul before the Hon'ble Appellate

Dv. Commissione, tcO, p*itguttu bi'jti"" nvatrabad und also filed application for stay of

collection of the dispured p"'"""Ly. fiil;;il;"tt"; it is submitted that appeal petition was

reiected by ADC (CT). PJi*i*';ttttion' HvaouUua vide his order dated 22-10-2019'

Aggrieve: by the said ,*, #:;;"";:;t *" t':""" i'r"a second stav application before the

Hon,ble i\trdl. courmrss,"rJi';;;;;;-6lo 6o""tittioner(ST) Hvderabad on 07-1 l-2019'

In this connection we invite your kind attention to the latest judgnent dated 22'6'2018 in

thecaseofsriDedeepriyaPaintsVsDCTOJ(2019-l0Ttaxmann'com3?7)deliveredbythe
Honoural1leFlighCourtto,tt,.stut"ofAndhraPradeshandtheStateofTelangan4whereinit
has been held as follows:-

"The basis of the PrinciPle in lvfls. Anab-E-Shahi Wines case is that if recoveries of

disputed rax or Penalty are made vvhere stay aPP lication is pending before the appellate

authorities, the aPPea[ itself rvould be rendered infructuous and that the assessee lvho IS

We further submit that the Honourable High Court of AP in its decision in WP No'39378

of 2012 dated 25.2.2013i" th;;;;;K"t"t Meiical College and Hospitals' Guntur District Vs

6r<i, i"i^p"i circle, Guntur'(22 TTR 163) hetd as follows:-

aggrieved by an order of assessment has been given a statutory right of aPPeal which carurot be

rendered itrliuctuous bY being forced to paY the disPuted tax or
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To
The Commercial Tax Offrcer'
M.G. Road - S.D. Road Circle'

Hyderabed.



"We are not inclined to- interfere with the impugned judgnrent. The Special LeavePetition is accordingly dismissed.',

rn view of the above binding decisions and as our appeals have beeo st,l pendingdisposal. it is not just to demand the balance of the disputed tax amount. In view of the saiddecisions, the orders of the leamed Additionar comrissioner have become infructuous andinoperative. ln view of the above decisions; no coercive steps shall be taken to demand thebalance tax and penalty. As we didn't know about the said decisions, we couldn,t place the samebefore the leamed Appellate 
- 
Joint commissioner 1c!. our legar counsel has advised thatdemand cf payment of the balance tax and penalty *ouid u" in violation of the decision of .hehonourable Supreme court and hence it .,routa aro amo,nt to contempt of the court, if we areforced to pay the sarne. *" 

.l:."T.r" request not ro fr*. for collection of the balance of thedisputed tax and kindly wait till the dispoJ ofthe appea_

Thanking you"
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